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would give a certificate for an appeal on the point of Law
to the Court of Criminal Appeal.

But one of his greatest triumphs in that period was the
dismissal of the charge against Lord Howard of Effingham,
who was accused of manslaughter, a coroner's jury having
returned a verdict of criminal negligence on his part after
the death of a labourer on the Henley Road. Lord Howard
drove up to a constable at Maidenhead and said he had
run into something : his windscreen was smashed and the
window was dented. The body of the labourer was found
on the footpath the next morning. The prosecution could
not prove whether the labourer had been on the path or the
road, and there was said to be a thick fog. Curtis
vigorously criticized the conduct of the coroner's court.
" As an example of the atmosphere at these proceedings,"
he said, " Lord Howard, who was a stranger in the district,
was asked why he went as far as Maidenhead to report.
If we found ourselves in a strange part I doubt if we should
know where the nearest policeman lived. Yet even that
was put down against him/' Five minutes later the Bench
returned with a decision that there was not sufficient
evidence to send Sir Henry's client for trial.

Again, in January of 193 3, he had the Recorder of Oxford
stopping the case against another maja, accused of driving
under the influence of drink. The police surgeon described
his tests on the defendant and referred to " the peak hour "
of drunkenness after taking alcohol: " This is a new one
to me/' said the Recorder.

Sir Henry :  " I have never heard of the peak before."
The doctor said he tested the defendant's susceptibility
to pain :   " What did you use for that ? "
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